speak and debate, and to accept positions elsewhere, according to some reviewers, it became a "citation classic".
Although some critics spoke out against this perspective, to my astonishment, their views were drowned-out by leading figures in the mental disciplines who, despite some personal reservations about religion, applauded the paper and openly declared that they could envision a place for spiritual phenomena in psychosocial science and practice.
It is particularly gratifying today, more than 30 years later, to observe the new levels of collaboration between professional scientific organizations and religious or spiritual movements of many kinds. I see this as mostly good, but I am also aware of overzealous excesses or undisciplined movements that quote our kind of work in behalf their self-promoting and superficial efforts. I am one who still endorses the value of research as an essential companion to religious inspiration and clerical practices. A worthy example would be the work being done under the rubric of "Forgiveness Therapy" as exemplified by Robert Enright and Richard Fitzgibbons,2 and the "Handbook of Forgiveness" edited by Everett L. Worthington.3 In my own case, I, and collaborators conducted many empirical studies of religious themes in mental/ emotional distresses and their treatments. I am particularly grateful to professor Scott Richards at Brigham Young University who has taken the lead in considerable clinical researches and in the publishing of a series of books in which we collaborated, with him as lead author. These have all been published by the American Psychological Association -which, considering past history, has truly been a modern "miracle."
